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absolutely clear that the Viceroy was not announcing a new policy but explaining
the old.
Lord Passfleld said that the object of making the declaration was not for
the sake of using a magic phrase. The Dominion Status declaration was neces-
sary in order to proclaim the new procedure initiated by Sir John Simon. That
was the new policy. If that was a change in the policy, it was new. It was that
which had created the greatest possible enthusiasm in India.
Lord Passfield continued, " The Viceroy cannot have any idea of departure
from the so-called reservations. Government have never had any idea of it."
He asked whether anyone challenged that in the fullness of time equal partner-
ship with Dominions was the policy not only of the present but of the last
Government. The Simon Commission had not raised an objection to the effect
that the goal had been wrongly described as Dominion Status.
Lord Burnham interjected that they never saw it
Lord Passfield : " I only say that they have no objection. Objection was
signified by the members of the Commission that the declaration was inopportune.
That is a valid and proper objection."
Lord Passfield continuing said, that surely, the question of its opportune-
ness, its likely effect in India and the exact terms in which it was to be made
must be left to the Viceroy. " I think the Government are entitled to say that
they agree with the Viceroy and have accepted his decision as they should
implicitly accept the decision of a trusted officer of that kind."
Lord Passfield pointed out that the Simon Commission had not been asked
to revise and consider whether the goal should be Dominion Status. They had
not been asked to revise the King Emperor's declaration of 1921. "Whilst we
wanted to be polite and courteous in communicating with them, we have not asked
them to revise the question of the goal."
He reiterated that the policy of the present Government was identical with
the policy of the last two Governments, namely, that, in the fullness of time,
India should progress through all the various stages, " at what rate we cannot
tell," to Dominion Status.
Lord SALISBURY pointed out that there had been no absolute pledge of
Dominion Status. There was a conditional purpose depending on whether condi-
tions were fulfilled.
Lord READING said that he had obtained a clear and unequivocal answer to
the two questions which mattered most. " We have cleared the atmosphere of this
House and I hope we shall have cleared it in India.'1 He hoped that there would
be no adverse comment on the Government's action to the effect that they had
been misled by public opinion in India. He accepted what had been said and Lord
Passfield's pleas of guilty to want of courtesy or proper attention to the Commis-
sion. He was glad that an " amende honourable " had been made and the
whole matter explained.
Lord Reading withdrew his motion.
House of Commons Debata—7th. November  1929,
In the House of Commons Mr. BALDWIN (Conservative .leader) opened
the debate on British policy in India with a statement regarding his attitude
towards the issue of the declaration concerning Dominion Status for India.
He said on Friday September 2oth, the Secretary for India arrived at Pau
charged with a letter from the Premier. The Premier asked him to concur
in the issue of a statement concerning Dominion Status in the event of the
Simon Commission being consulted and agreeing and the consent of all parties
being obtained. He replied that, so far as he was concerned, he would concur,
but he could not speak for his colleagues or his party. On October 23rd
h« met his colleagues, and learned for the first time that the Simon Commission
had not approved of the publication of Lord Ir win's note. Clearly a new situation
had arisen^ and therefore he called together the ex-Secretary for India,

